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- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 1 33). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )E3 Responsive to communication(s) filed on 07 February 2006 . 
2a)S This action is FINAL. 2b)D This action is non-final. 

3) Q Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Claim(s) 8-13 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) IE! Claim(s) 8-13 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)Q objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

1 1) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12) Q Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)D All b)D Some * c)Q None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. Q Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 
U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and 
of the manner and process of making and using it, in such full, clear, 
concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to 
which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and 
use the same and shall set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor 
of carrying out his invention. 

Claims 8-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first 
paragraph, as failing to comply with the written description 
requirement. The claim (s) contains subject matter which was not 
described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably 
convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor (s), 
at the time the application was filed, had possession of the 
claimed invention. There is no basis in the original disclosure 
for the limitation in claim 8, line 3 and claim 10, line 3 that 
each of the needles is T-shaped. A T-shape, by definition, 
requires the shape to be like the letter T. The top horizontal 
portion of the letter T is elongated and^ generally linear. The 
original disclosure is silent as to shape of head 4 when viewed 
in a direction along the longitudinal axis of the rod 2. For 

v^^uiu^ w , unv* nv^wu v_/ ^ _i_ \_a *-/ v_ xii' uiiv unu^/v w -i_ <_a vaxo^ v_> u_ u. j^uuj.^ 

and still be consistent with the remainder of the disclosure. 
If the head is in the shape of a disc or a square, the needle 
would not be T-shaped since there would be no elongated and 
generally linear member perpendicular to rod 2. There is no 
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indication from the original disclosure that the head is in the 
shape of an elongated rod which is required for the needle to be 
T-shaped. Also, there is no basis in the original disclosure 
for the limitation in claim 8, lines 10-11 that the coat is made 
of steel. Although the original disclosure indicates that the 
base can be made of steel, it dose not indicate that the coat 
can be made of steel. 

Claims 8-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second 
paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point 
out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. The claims are confusing and 
inaccurate for the reasons set forth above. 

Claims 8-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Choi (5, 676, 684) in view of Gabrusenok (SU 
1264942) and Bajada (4, 823, 806).. Choi discloses base member 15 
and needles (col. 5, line 14) fixed therein, each of the needles 
comprising a rod, a sharpened portion and a head (the portion of 
the needle adjacent to base member 15) . Choi fails to disclose 
each of the needles being T-shaped. However, Bajada teaches 
that tissue puncturing needles 40 should be T-shaped (as this 
term is best understood) , with the top of the T being the head 
of the pin, apparently in order to obtain the advantage of 
securely attaching the needle 40 to the base member 26 since the 
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head of the pin is securely held within 1) a pocket 37 of the 
base member 26 (col. 2, lines 44-47) or 2) a pocket of the base 
member 26 formed by the molding of the base member around the 
head of the pin (col. 5, lines 41-45). It would have been 
obvious to make each of the Choi needles T-shaped so that it too 
would have this advantage. Choi fails to disclose the needles 
as being partially coated with different materials. However, 
Gabrusenok teaches that acupuncture needles should be partially 
coated with different materials in order to obtain the advantage 
of creating electrochemical potentials (abstract) . It would 
have been obvious to partially coat the Choi needles with 
different materials so that it too would have this advantage. 
As to claim 8, Choi fails to disclose the claimed materials for 
the needle bases, and coats. However, applicant admits that 
these materials are old and well known in an applicator 
comprising a base member and needles (page 1, line 31 to page 2, 
line' 2 of applicant's specification) which aipparently has the 
advantages of making the needle strong and biologically inert. 
It would have been obvious to use these materials for the Choi 
device so that it too would have these advantages. As to claims 
9, 12 and 13, the Choi needles, when modified by being partially 
coated with different materials as described above (in view of 
Gabrusenok) , would be inherently arranged such that adjacent 
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needles differ in materials exposed to an epidermis of a user of 
the applicator. For example, one needle near the center of base 
15 of Choi (as seen in figure 1) could penetrate the skin 
relatively deeply such that both the needle extreme tip 
(corresponding to the material of element 1 of Gabrusenok) and 
the main portion of the coat (corresponding to the material of 
element 3 of Gabrusenok) would be exposed to the epidermis. 
However, an adjacent needle could penetrate the skin relatively 
less deeply (due to the curvature of the lower surface of base 
15 of Choi) such that only trie needle extreme tip (corresponding 
to the material of element 1 of Gabrusenok) would penetrate the 
skin and be. exposed to the epidermis. Thus, the materials of 
the first needle which are exposed to the epidermis (i.e. two 
materials) differ from the material of the second needle which 
is exposed to the epidermis (i.e. only one material) . 

Applicant's arguments filed Feb. 7, 2006 have been- fully 
considered but they are not persuasive for the reasons set forth 
above. 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the 
extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action 
is set to expire THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of this 
action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO MONTHS 
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of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action 
is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened 
statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will 
expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated 
from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than 
SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to Michael 
Thaler whose telephone number is (571)272-4704. The examiner 
can normally be reached Monday to Friday.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 
unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Anhtuan T. Nguyen can 
be reached on (571)272-4963. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 



(571)273-8300. 
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